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OPINION AND ORDER

ThlS matter is before the Court on defendant’s motlon for placement/remstatement under' )
.'the Holmes Youthful Tralnee Act (“HYTA”) o | )’
| On August 14, 2003, defendant pled gullty to attempted criminal sexual conduct, ﬁrst« E
- . degree. His request for HYTA status was granted purSuant to MCL 762.11. However, a bench o
: "Warrant was subsequently Issued for h1s arrest on the ground ‘that he had sexual contact W1th av »
| ',.vchlld age 16 or under on May 24 2005 Further on May 25 2005 he tested positive for‘v
Cocaine. As a result hJS probatlon was termmated w1thout Improvement and hlS HYTA status '_
was revoked on July 7 2005 ‘ ‘ o "
He presently seeks relnstatement of his status under the HYTA on the ground that he is
. presently mamed w1th chlldren In this regard he contends that placement under the HYTA ‘
- 'Would enable hIm to obta1n a college educatron Wh1ch 1n tum would ass15t h1m in prov1d1ng for»‘, :
‘ his’ famlly i | ‘ |
At the outset the HYTA prov1des in pertlnent part that |
The court of record havmg Jurlsdlctlon over the crImInal offense
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“ referred to in section 11 of this chapter may, at any time, terminate its
~ consideration of the individual as a youthful trainee or, once having assigned
. the individual to the status of a youthful trainee, may at its discretion
_ revoke that status at any time before the individual’s final release. If
- an individual who is required to be registered pursuant to the sex offenders
- registration act willfully violates that act, the court shall revoke the
' indi\;idual’s 'status asa youthful ~trainee MCL 762.12

Aﬁer careful cons1derat10n the Court opmes that it would not be in the interest of justice
to relnstate defendant s, status under the HYTA The Court points out that defendant had 1n1t1ally

.‘been placed under the HYTA after Wthh his i 1mproper conduct had resulted in the revocation

B i ".-thereof. Therefore, h'e cannot reasonably cor_nplam ab‘out his present circumstances.

 For the reasons set forth above, ‘defendant’»s*rnotion for placement/reinstatement under the
HY’I‘A is-DENIED.‘ In conlpliance\with MCR 2.602(A)(3), the Court finds that this decision
resolves the last pendrng 1ssue and closes the case.

IT IS SO ORDERED

- Diane M. Druzinski, Circuit Court Judge ¢
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